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SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON PRIVATE MEETINGS, OCTOBER 7 (SALT TWO-456) 

1. AT TWO AND ONE-HALF HOUR MEETING WITH SEMENOV THIS AFTERNOON, I 
REVIEWED OUR POSITION IN DETAIL, INCLUDING STATEMENT I WILL MAKE 
TOMORROW ON CONSTRAINING THE PACE AND MAGNITUDE OF BOTH QUANTITATIVE 
AND QUALITATIVE DEVELOPMENTS AND MUTUAL EQUITABLE RESTRAINTS IN 
MODERNIZATION AND REPLACEMENT, POINTING UP MUTUALITY OF OUR PROPOSALS 
AND THOSE ASPECTS WHICH SHOULD BE OF PARTICULAR INTERESTS TO SOVIETS. 

2. IN RESPONSE TO MY PRESENTATION, SEMENOV SAID HE WOULD HAVE TO 
"REFLECT" ON MY PRESENTATION, AND SUGGESTED ANOTHER PRIVATE MEETING 
ON THURSDAY, TO WHICH I AGREED. HE THEN SPOKE TO MIRV'S SAYING 
SOVIETS AGREED NEW AGREEMENT SHOULD CONTAIN LIMITATIONS ON MIRV'S 
AND SAID HE WOULD SPEAK TO THIS SUBJECT TOMORROW. HE SAID THAT 
SOVIETS WOULD PROPOSE THAT "ONLY A CERTAIN PORTION" (PERCENTAGE) 

OF EACH SIDE'S MISSILE FORCE WOULD BE MIRVED,WITH RELATIVE 
DIVISION BETWEEN MIRVED ICBMS AND MIRVED SLBMS DETERMINED BY EACH 
SIDE AT ITS OWN DISCRETION. HE REFUSED ANY CLEAR ANSWER AS TO 
WHETHER OR NOT THE PERCENTAGE FOR EACH SIDE WOULD BE EQUAL, AND 
IN RESPONSE TO MY PRESSING HIM ENDED BY FINALLY SAYING THAT THEIR 
PROPOSAL WAS AMBIGUOUS ON THIS POINT AND LEFT THE ISSUE OPEN. 
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3. HE THEN ASKED QUESTION ON OUR MENTION OF "SPECIAL MEASURES" 

TO VERIFY MIRV DEPLOYMENTS, SAYING THIS WAS VERY "TROUBLESOME" 

AND IMPLIED WE PROBABLY HAD SOMETHING MORE IN MIND THAN USING NATIONAL 

TECHNICAL MEANS. I EXPLAINED THAT WE ONLY HAD IN MIND HOW NATIONAL 
TECHNICAL MEANS COULD BE MADE EFFECTIVE IN THIS AREA WHICH PRESENTED 
DIFFICULTIES AND RPOBLEMS FOR BOTH SIDES. 

4. HE THEN RAISED QUESTION ON WHAT WE MEANT BY "TAKING 

INTO ACCOUNT" THROW- WEIGHT AND WARHEADS IN ESTABLISHING LIMITS ON 
MIRV LAUNCHERS TO WHICH I NOTED THAT WE WERE NOT SUGGESTING EQUAL 
LEVELS AND THE POSSIBLE OFFSETS WHEN TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ASYMMETRIES IN 

BOTH THROW- WEIGHT AND REENTRY VEHICLES. IN REPLY TO HIS QUESTION 
I SAID THAT I DID NOT PERCEIVE THIS BEING SUBJECTED TO A MATHE- 
MATICAL FORMULA BUT RATHER AS AN ELEMENT IN NEGOTIATIONS. 

5. IN RESPONSE TO HIS QUESTION ON REDUCTIONS, I SAID THAT WE WERE 

ON THE ONE HAND NOT THINKING OF PURELY SYMBOLIC REDUCTIONS AND ON 
THE OTHER HAND OF PROPOSING UNREALISTICALLY LOW LEVELS AS A PRO- 
PAGANDA GESTURE, BUT RATHER SOMETHING REASONABLY IN BETWEEN. I SAID 
THAT I FELT CONFIDENT THE U.S. WOULD BE PREPARED TO GO JUST AS LOW AS 
THE 

SOVIETS WERE PREPARED TO GO AND, OBVIOUSLY, NO SIDE WAS FORCED TO 
AGREE TO ANY LEVEL TO WHICH IT DID NOT WISH TO AGREE. 

6. IN RESPONSE TO HIS AGAIN RAISING F.B.S., I SAID THAT I AND MY 

STAFF HAD BEEN STUDYING HIS OCTOBER 4. STATEMENT IN AN ATTEMPT TO 
ANSWER QUESTIONS AS TO WHETHER THAT STATEMENT CONTAINED ANY IM- 
PLICATIONS THAT SOVIET SIDE WAS PROPOSING RESOLUTION OF FBS IN 
1985 AGREEMENT DIFFERENT FROM THAT WHICH IT HAD PROPOSED FOR A 
PERMANENT AGREEMENT AND, IF SO, WHAT WAS THE PROPOSAL. I SAID 
IT WOULD BE HELPFUL IF HE COULD POINT TO WHERE THOSE QUESTIONS 
WERE ANSWERED IN HIS STATEMENT. HE REFUSED TO MAKE ANY SUBSTKNTIVE 
RESPONSES AND RETORTED WITH QUESTION AS TO WHETHER MY STATEMENT 
THAT 1985 AGREEMENT GAVE OPPORTUNITY TO PUT ASIDE ISSUES WHICH 
COULD NOT BE PUT ASIDE IN PERMANENT AGREEMENT REFERRED TO FBS. 

I SAID I HAD NOTHING TO ADD TO WHAT I HAD SAID. JOHNSON 
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